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In the Matter of
Implementation of Sections 3(n) GN Docket No. 93-252
and 332 of the Communicatioas Act
Regulatory Treatment of Mobile
Services

To: The Commission

REPLY COMMENTS OF AIRTOUCH PAGING

AirTouch Paging, by its attorneys, hereby files
reply comments regarding the Petitions for Reconsideration
of the Third Report and Order, FCC 94-212, released
September 23, 1994.Y 1In reply, the following is
respectfully shown:

1. In its comments filed January 20, 1995, in
this proceeding, AirTouch Paging supported certain petitions
for reconsideration in this docket.? Specifically, AirTouch
Paging urged the Commission to (a) revise its definition of

"modification application" for both Part 22 and Part 90

v General Docket No. 93-252; PR Docket No. 93-144; PR
Docket No. 89-553.

¥ Specifically, AirTouch Paging supported the Petition
for Partial Reconsideration of Massachusetts-
Connecticut Mobile Telephone Company, Mobile Radio
Communications, Inc. and Radiophone, Inc. (the "Joint
Petitioners"), the Petition for Reconsideration filed
by Paging Network, Inc. ("PageNet") and the Petition
for Reconsideration and Clarification filed by the
Personal Communications Industry Association ("PCIA").
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facilities¥; (b) permit pre-authorization operation of
mobile service facilities under blanket or conditional
authorizations¥; and, (c) accord renewal expectancies to
all Commercial Mobile Service licensees?.

2. Comments on the various reconsideration
petitions were filed by seven parties in addition to
AirTouch.¥ A review of these comments reveals no
disagreement on the specific points to which AirTouch Paging
addressed its comments.?” 1Indeed, PCIA properly points out
in its Comments that several of the petitions for
reconsideration echoed concerns of PCIA (that were endorsed
by AirTouch Paging). For example, both AMTA and PageNet
discussed the necessity for the Commission to codify the

renewal expectancy for all CMRS licensees!, and PageNet

¥ AirTouch Paging Comments, Section I.
¥ AirTouch Paging Comments, Section II.
3 AirTouch Paging Comments, Section III.

¢ See Partial Opposition of American Personal
Communications ("APC"), Comments of Linear Modulation
Technology Limited ("LMT"), Opposition of McCaw
Cellular Communications ("McCaw"), Comments of
Motorola, Opposition of Nextel Communications
("Nextel"), Opposition of Pacific Bell Mobile Services
("Pacific Bell") and Comments of the Personal
Communications Industry Association ("PCIA").

4 Many of the comments address cellular telephone, 220
MHz licensing and 900 MHz SMR licensing issues
completely unrelated to the matters of concern to
AirTouch Paging. See, e.g., comments of APC, LMT,
McCaw, Motorola, Nextel and Pacific Bell.

¥ See PCIA Comments, Section II.
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devoted a significant portion of its petition to explaining
the difficulties that will result if the conditional
licensing authority for coordinated applications is allowed
to expire.?

3. Consequently, the Commission may proceed
knowing that the record of the proceeding supports
reconsideration on the matters of concern to AirTouch

Paging.
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Mark A. Stachiw

Its Attorneys

Carl W. Northrop

Bryan Cave

700 13th St., N.W., Suite 700
Washington, D.C. 20005

(202) 508-6152

Mark A. Stachiw
AIRTOUCH PAGING
Suite 800

12221 Merit Drive
Dallas, Texas 75251
(214) 458-5200

January 30, 1995

2 AirTouch Paging has reiterated this concern in its
Comments, and has suggested that the Commission take
steps to adopt a fill-in transmitter rule for Part 90
PCP stations that will accord parity with Part 22
licensees.
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CERTIFPICATE OF SERVICE

I, Carolyn M. Floyd, a secretary in the law firm
of Bryan Cave, hereby certify that I have, on this 30th day
of January, 1995, served copies of the foregoing Reply
Comments of AirTouch Paging by first-class, United States
mail, postage prepaid, to the following:

* Rosalind Allen
Acting Chief
Commercial Radio Division
Federal Communications Commission
2025 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

* David Furth
Acting Deputy Chief (Legal)
Commercial Radio Division
Federal Communications Commission
2025 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Kathryn A. Zachem

Kenneth D. Patrich

Wilkinson, Barker, Knauer & Quinn
1735 New York Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

David A. Gross

Kathleen Q. Abernathy
AirTouch Communications, Inc.
1818 N Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Donald M. Mukai

U.S. West NewVector Group, Inc.
3350 161st Avenue, S.E.
Bellevue, Washington 98008

Harold Mordkofsky

John A. Prendergast

Blooston, Mordkofsky, Jackson & Dickens
2120 L Street, N.W.

Suite 300

Washington, D.C. 20037

Judith St. Ledger-Roty
Paul G. Madison

Enrico C. Soriano

Reed Smith Shaw & McClay
1200 18th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036



Jerome K. Blask

Jeanne M. Walsh

Gurman, Kurtis, Blask &
Freedman, Chartered

1400 Sixteenth Street, N.W.

Suite 500

Washington, D.C. 20008

Mark J. Golden

Personal Communications Industry
Association

1019 19th Street, N.W.

Suite 1100

Washington, D.C. 20036

Jonathan D. Blake

Kurt A. Wimmer

Covington & Burling

1201 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
P.O. Box 7566

Washington, D.C. 20044

Robert B. Kelly

Kelly & Povich, P.C.

1101 30th st., N.W., Suite 300
Washington, D.C. 20007

Cathleen A. Massey

Vice President-External Affairs
McCaw Cellular Communications, Inc.
1150 Connecticut Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Mary Brooner

Motorola

1350 Eye Street, N.W., Suite 400
Washington, D.C. 20005

Robert S. Foosaner

Nextel Communications, Inc.
800 Connecticut Ave., N.W.
Suite 1001

Washington, D.C. 20006

James P. Tuthill

Betsy Stover Granger

Pacific Bell Mobile Services

140 New Montgomery Street, Rm. 1525
San Francisco, California 94105
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Caro}yn M. Floyd
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